320. THE CAPE GENERAL DEALERS' BILL
We are glad to see that the British Indians at the Gape have not
allowed the grass to grow under their feet with reference to the Dealers'
Bill, which is to be introduced during the present session of the Cape
Parliament. An Indian deputation, headed by Sir William Thorne and
the Hon. Edmund Powell., has already waited on the Hon. the Attorney-
General. We must, however, confess to a feeling of disappointment about
the lame reply given by Mr, Sampson.1 It is all very well for him to say
that "a Resident Magistrate was not bound to take into regard the question
of keeping books in a European language. The Bill said he might or might
not.53 We all know what these discretionary powers mean. They have
been abused before and there is no guarantee that they will not be abused
in future. We are quite willing to accept the assurance that the Bill is
"not a hit at the Indian", but so far as the latter is concerned, it would
amount to it, if it is capable of being so used. We make bold to say that
this is undoubtedly a Bill that will lend itself to a great deal of persecution.
Again, the Attorney-General totally missed the point when he contended
it was a question of keeping books in a European language. The Bill
goes much further, and authorises a Licensing Officer to refuse a licence
on the ground of the applicant's not knowing a European language* We
should have no objection to the books being required to be kept in the
English language, which could be done by competent book-keepers, but
it is a totally different proposition to require the applicant to know some
European language. If the clause is meant to prevent fraud, we cannot
understand why the books should be kept in any other European languages
than English. Such an alteration, if confined to book-keeping and not
extended Jto the licence-holders, would take away from the clause the
sting of insult to the, great Indian languages. The learned Attorney-
General then proceeds to read a lecture to the Indians, and says:
He was not talking of things that he did not understand. He was a fair man
and knew the position. Take Indian trading on Sundays, for instance. Did
they mean to tell him that the Indian traders did not carry on trading on Sundays ?
With great deference, we submit that they do not, and that if, in isolated
places, they do, what is his Department doing? Is there no Sunday trad-
ing law at the Cape? Could not illicit Sunday trading be stopped with
a heavy hand? And, if we may use the tu quogue argument, is illicit trading
confined to Indians ? Moreover, it is painfully surprising to see that the
leader of the legal profession at the Cape so far disregards the traditions
of law as to bring in support of his measure an argument which has no
bearing on it, for what possible connection can there be between illicit
Sunday trading and a knowldege of a European language on the part
iThe Attorney-General.